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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Western  Area  Power  Administration 

Hnai  Power  Marketing  Pian;  Centrai 
Vaiiey  Project,  Caiifomia 

agency:  Western  Area  Power 
Administration,  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  fmal  Power 
Marketing  Plan  governing  the  allocation 
of  102  MW  of  additional  power  plus  up 
to  30  MW  of  power  to  protect  system 
diversity,  the  renewal  of  certain  existing 
contracts,  the  conservation  and 
renewable  energy  program,  the  final 
Transmission  Marketing  Plan  and  the 
schedule  for  the  proposed  power 
allocations — Central  Valley  Project, 
Caiifomia. 


SUMMARY:  The  Western  Area  Power 
Administration  (Western)  has 
developed  a  Power  Marketing  Plan 
(Plan)  for  the  power  resources  marketed 
by  the  Sacramento  Area  Office  of 
Western.  Initial  activities  began  July 

1980.  Thus  far,  four  information  forums 
and  three  public  comment  forums  have 
been  held.  The  final  Allocation  Criteria 
for  the  maiiceting  of  the  102  MW  of 
additional  power  plus  30  MW  to  protect 
system  diversity  were  annoimced  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  August  17, 1981  (46 
FR  41547).  In  that  notice.  Western  also 
announced  its  decision  regarding  the 
renewal  of  contracts  expiring  prior  to 
1986  and  the  application  format  for 
requesting  a  power  allocation.  The 
closing  date  for  receipt  of  applications 
was  September  15, 1981.  The  schedule  of 
remaining  events  is  included  below. 

dates:  Proposed  power  allocations  will 
be  announced  on  or  about  October  16, 

1981,  in  the  Federal  Register  and  the 
following  newspapers:  the  Sacramento 
Bee,  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle,  the 
Los  Angeles  Times,  the  Reno  Gazette, 
and  the  Las  Vegas  Review  Journal. 

A  public  comment  forum  will  be  held 
on  October  27, 1981,  to  receive  written 
and  oral  comments  on  the  proposed 
power  allocations.  To  assure 
consideration,  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  power  allocations  must  be 
received  within  30  days  firom  the  date 
the  proposed  allocations  appear  in  the 
Federal  Register.  These  comments  are  to 
be  sent  to  the  Area  Manager  at  the 
address  given  below.  Western  will 
consider  and  review  each  comment 
prior  to  publishing  final  power 
allocations  in  the  Federd  Register  and 
the  newspapers  listed  above.  Also  to  be 
included  in  that  Federal  Register  will  be 
responses  to  all  major  comments, 
crificisms,  and  alternatives  offered 
during  the  comment  period. 
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A  brochure  containing  the  proposed 
power  allocations  will  be  printed 
separately  from  the  final  Plan.  The 
proposed  ^wer  allocations  brochure 
will  be  made  available  at  the  October 
public  comment  forum.  If  sufficient  lead 
time  exists,  the  brochure  will  be  mailed 
to  all  customers  and  interested  parties 
prior  to  the  comment  forum. 

The  responses  to  the  major  comments, 
criticisms,  and  alternatives  with  respect 
to  each  category  of  the  final  Plan  and  to 
the  Transmission  Marketing  Plan  follow. 
A  brochure  containing  the  Plan  will  be 
available  in  October.  If  the  printing 
schedule  permits,  interested  parties 
should  receive  the  brochure  about  5 
days  before  the  October  27  forum, 
otherwise,  the  brochure  should  be 
available  at  the  forum.  The  final  Plan  as 
adopted  in  this  Federal  Register  will  not 
be  a  subject  of  the  October  27  comment 
forum. 

ADDRESS:  For  further  information 
contact:  Mr.  David  G.  Coleman,  Area 
Manager,  Sacramento  Area  Office, 
Western  Area  Power  Administration, 
Department  of  Energy,  2800  Cottage 
Way,  Sacramento,  CA  95825,  (916)  484- 
4251. 

Final  Power  Marketing  Plan 

1. 102  MW  of  Additional  Power  Plus 
up  to  30  MW  for  Protection  of  System 
Diversity.  Western  will  market  102  MW 
as  follows:  the  46  MW  reserved  for  the 
Westlands  Water  District  (Westlands) 
will  be  marketed  on  a  withdrawable 
basis  under  terms  specified  below;  of 
the  remaining  56  MW.  30  MW  will  be 
reserved  to  "firm"  renewable  resources 
and  cogeneration,  and  26  MW  will  be 
allocated  on  a  nonwithdrawable  biuis. 
Up  to  30  MW  will  be  made  available  to 
those  entities  which  can  shed  load 
during  times  of  Western's  total  system 
simultaneous  peak,  and  thus  contribute 
to  Western’s  system  diversity. 

2.  Criteria  for  26  MW  of 
Nonwithdrawable  Power  and  46  MW  of 
Westlands  Withdrawable  Power.  Each 
recipient  of  firm  power  will  receive 
power  from  both  categories.  The  ratio  of 
nonwithdrawable  to  withdrawable  will 
be  the  same  for  each  customer  and  will 
depend  upon  the  amount  of 
withdrawable  power  imused  by 
Westlands,  except  that  no  customers 
contract  rate  of  delivery  (CRD)  will  be 
less  than  0.5  MW.  The  portion  of  the  26 
MW  received  by  each  customer  will  be 
nonwithdrawable  for  the  term  of  the 
contract.  The  portion  of  the  46  MW  of 
Westlands  withdrawable  power 
received  by  each  customer  will  be  made 
subject  to  Westlands’  load  growth  and 
will  be  partially  or  wholly  withdrawable 
on  3  months  advance  notice  in  writing  to 


recipients  of  an  allocation.  With  the 
above  exception,  the  amount  of 
withdrawal  will  be  on  a  pro  rata  basis 
among  all  recipients  of  allocation  from 
these  categories. 

3.  Criteria  for  30  MW  Reserved  for 
Renewable  Resources  and 
Cogeneration.  The  30  MW  reserved  to 
“firm"  renewable  resources  and 
cogeneration  will  involve  a  capacity  and 
energy  exchange.  The  exchange  will  be 
negotiated  on  an  individual  basis 
dep>cnding  on  the  type  of  project  under 
consideration  and  the  “Allocation 
Criteria  for  the  30  MW  of  Firm  Power  for 
Renewable  Resources  and 
Cogeneration”  which  is  incorporated  by 
reference  and  made  a  part  hereof. 

4.  Marketing  Area.  'The  Sacramento 
Area  Office  of  Western  has  a  marketing 
area  which  generally  encompasses  the 
Central  Valley  Project  (CVP)  water 
basin  and  northern  Nevada.  The  CVP 
resources  have  traditionally  been 
utilized  in  the  northern  California  area, 
and  area  planning  has  developed  under 
the  aesumption  that  those  resources  will 
be  used  in  the  area.  Under  Western’s 
contract  with  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  (PGandE)  (Contract  No.  14- 
06-200-2948A)  there  are  constraints 
involved  with  marketing  CVP  power 
resources  outside  the  northern 
Caiifomia  area.  Further,  Western  has  no 
transmission  capability  to  serve  the 
northern  Nevada  area. 

Given  these  considerations  and 
constraints.  Western  will  market  its 
CVP  power  only  within  the  northern 
Caiifomia  portion  of  the  Sacramento 
Area  Office  marketing  area.  However, 
Western  does  recognize  the  longer  term 
possibility  of  marketing  power  from 
other  new  Federal  resources  to  qualified 
preference  entities  in  northern  Nevada. 

5.  Contract  Reservations.  The 
following  reservations  will  apply  to  all 
renewed  contracts  and  to  contracts  for 
power  allocated  from  the  26  MW  of 
nonwithdrawable  power  and  46  MW  of 
Westlands  withdrawable  power. 

A.  Western  may,  at  its  sole  discretion, 
reduce  a  customer’s  CRD  for  firm  power 
by  any  amount  necessary  to  supply  the 
project  use  requirements  including 
operation  of  the  Federal  San  Luis  Unit  of 
the  Central  Valley  Project.  The 
reduction  amount  shall  be  prorated 
among  all  preference  customers. 
Western  shall  give  its  customers  written 
notice  6  months  in  advance  of  the 
effective  date  of  the  reduction. 

B.  At  those  times  when  Western’s 
total  system  simultaneous  peak  demand 
exceed  the  1,152  MW  level.  Western 
may,  at  its  sole  discretion,  curtail  its 
customers’  CRD  so  as  not  to  exceed  a 
pro  rata  share  of  the  total  power  and 
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energy  that  is  available.  No  notice  will 
be  given  and  CRD  adjustments  may  be 
made  in  the  billing  following  the  month 
in  which  the  curtailment  occurred. 

C.  In  order  to  supply  electric  power 
and  energy  to  preference  customers  in 
Tuolumne,  Calaveras,  and  Trinity 
Counties  in  California  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  reclamation 
law.  Western,  upon  90  days'  advance 
written  notice  to  its  customers,  may 
withdraw  electric  power  from  its 
customers.  The  criteria  for  withdrawal 
of  power  from  CVP  customers  will  be 
determined  in  a  subsequent  rulemaking 
after  allowing  appropriate  public  notice 
and  comment. 

6.  Transmission  Billing  Terms  for 
Renewed  Contracts,  Contracts  for  the 
102  MW,  and  Contracts  for  up  to  30  MW 
of  Diversity.  Currently,  Western  has  one 
transmission  rate  which  applies  to 
customers  that  receive  CVP  power 
wheeled  over  PGandE’s  system.  The 
majority  of  the  costs  for  wheeled  service 
were  in  the  past  programed  to  be 
recovered  from  the  power  sales  rate  and 
the  power  rate  was  adjusted  or 
discounted  for  direct-service  customers. 
This  system  is  cumbersome  and  results 
in  inequitable  treatment  among 
customers. 

Western  will  maintain  an  option  in 
each  contract  to  eventually  discontinue 
the  present  system,  replacing  it  with  a 
separate  billing  for  transmission. 
Customers  shall  not  be  billed  for 
transmission  if  they  are  directly  served 
from  Western’s  transmission  system, 
and  the  customers  who  have  wheeled 
service  will  be  billed  a  wheeling  charge. 
Appropriate  contract  terms  will  cover 
each  situation.  If  a  new  system  of 
transmission  rates  and  billing  is 
adopted.  Western  expects  to  adjust  or 
set,  as  appropriate,  transmission  rates  to 
be  charged  under  such  contractual 
provisions  after  allowing  appropriate 
public  notice  and  comment. 

7.  Conservation  and  Renewable 
Energy  Program.  Western  is  presently  in 
the  draft  stages  of  preparing  a 
Conservation  and  Renewable  Energy 
Program  (C&RE).  The  purpose  of  this 
program  will  be  to  encourage  the 
involvement  of  our  customers  in 
conservation  activities  programs  and 
renewable  energy  projects  that  are  in 
keeping  with  the  objectives  of  the 
National  Energy  Policy: 

— Reduction  of  U.S.  dependence  on 

imported  oil. 

— Improved  efficiency  in  the  use  of 

energy. 

— Increased  production  and  use  of 

renewable  resources. 

The  proposed  guidelines  and  criteria 
for  Western’s  C&RE  program,  are  being 


developed  separately  from  the  power 
marketing  plan  and  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  August  10, 1981 
(46  FR  40574). 

Western’s  C&RE  Program  will  be 
voluntary  until  a  customer’s  power 
service  contract  is  renewed  or  an 
agreement  which  modifies  or  changes 
contract  terms  is  signed.  However,  each 
customer  who  contracts  to  take  power 
allocated  from  the  102  MW  or  the  30 
MW  of  diversity,  or  to  take  power  under 
a  renewal  contract  will  be  required 
under  the  contract  to  continue  or 
implement  a  conservation  and 
renewable  energy  program  that  is 
acceptable  to  Western  when  Western’s 
guidelines  and  criteria  become  effective. 
If  a  customer  does  not  implement  an 
acceptable  conservation  program,  the 
customer’s  CRD  will  be  subject  to  a  10- 
percent  reduction. 

8.  Allocation  Criteria.  The  final 
Allocation  Criteria  which  were 
published  at  46  FR  41547  (August  17, 

1981]  are  hereby  incorporated  by 
reference  and  made  a  part  of  this  Plan. 

Final  Transmission  Marketing  Plan 

Western’s  transmission  marketing 
plan  will  seek  to  maximize  the  use  of  the 
CVP’s  1,200-mile  transmission  system 
and  the  use  of  the  400-MW  entidement 
on  the  Pacific  Northwest-Pacific 
Southwest  500-kV  a.c.  intertie  in 
accordance  with  Western’s  rights  under 
the  transmission  contract  with  PGandE 
(Contract  No.  14-06-200-2947A). 
Western’s  loads  will  receive  first 
priority;  then,  if  surplus  transmission 
capability  is  available,  it  will  be  used  to 
obtain  oAer  purchase  power  supplies  to 
support  Western’s  contractual 
commitments.  Next,  preference  will  be 
given  to  preference  customers  who  have 
a  need  to  meet  load  requirements  above 
their  CRD,  subject  to  contractual  and 
physical  constraints.  If  surplus 
transmission  capacity  still  exists. 
Western  will  assist  its  preference 
customers  in  integrating  any  of  their 
resources  which  areiocated  in  the 
Northwest  or  in  any  part  of  Western’s 
marketing  area.  Western  will  also 
cooperate  fully  in  area-wide  emergency 
planning  programs  and  utilize  its 
transmission  system  to  lend  assistance 
during  emergencies  and  power 
curtailment  situations  to  assist  all 
interconnected  utilities  where  feasible. 

Supplementary  Information 

'Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis. 
Pursuant  to  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  of  1980  (5  U.S.C.  601,  et  seg.)  each 
agency,  when  required  by  5  U.S.C.  553  to 
publish  a  proposed  rule,  is  further 
required  to  prepare  and  make  available 
for  public  comment  an  initial  regulatory 


flexibility  analysis  to  describe  the 
impact  of  the  proposed  rule  on  small 
entities.  Western  has  determined  that  (1) 
this  rulemaking  relates  to  particular 
services  offered  by  Western  and 
therefore  is  not  a  rule  of  general 
applicability  within  the  purview  of  the 
act;  (2)  there  ^11  be  only  a  few 
qualifying  applicants  which  will  be 
small  entities;  and  (3)  the  impacts  of  an 
allocation  from  Western  wo^d  not 
cause  an  adverse  economic  impact  to 
such  entities.  The  requirements  of  the 
act  may  be  waived  if  the  head  of  the 
agency  certifies  that  the  rule  will  not,  if 
promulgated,  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  For  the  reasons 
city  above,  the  Administrator  of 
Western  has  certified  that  the  proposed 
allocation  criteria  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  7, 1981  (46  FR 
25539),  and  the  proposed  power 
marketing  plan  would  not  be  rules  under 
the  act  and  would  not,  if  promulgated, 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
Administrator’s  certification  was 
previously  published  in  the  June  2, 1981, 
Federal  Register  (46  FR  29521)  and  was 
sent  to  the  Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy 
of  the  Small  Business  Administration. 

Determination  Under  Executive  Order 
12291.  Pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
12291  of  February  17, 1981,  (48  FR  13193, 
February  19, 1981),  each  agency  is  to 
determine  whether  a  rule  it  intends  to 
propose  is  a  “major  rule.’’  Western 
determined  that  for  the  purpose  of 
Executive  Order  12291,  the  proposed 
power  marketing  plan  was  not  a  major 
rule  because: 

1.  It  would  not  have  an  annual  effect 
on  the  economy  of  $100  million  or  more. 

2.  It  would  not  result  in  a  major 
increase  in  cost  or  prices  for  consumers, 
individual  industries.  Federal,  State,  or 
local  Government  agencies,  or 
geographic  regions;  or 

3.  It  would  not  have  significant 
adverse  effects  on  competition 
employment,  investment,  productivity 
innovation,  or  on  the  ability  of  United 
States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in 
domestic  or  export  markets. 

In  addition  this  rule  has  been 
exempted  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (0MB)  fiom  sections  3, 4, 
and  7  of  the  Executive  Order.  This 
proposed  rulemaking  was  submitted  to 
the  Director,  OMB,  for  review  prior  to 
publication  of  this  Federal  Renter. 

Environmental  Assessment 

Western  revised  its  environmental 
assessment  based  on  comments 
received  prior  to  promulgating  the 
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proposed  I^an.  Western  has  not 
received  further  comment  on  this  issue 
and  therefore  reaffirms  its  findings  and 
conclusions  that  the  mariceting  plan  has 
no  significant  environmental  impact  and 
no  further  documentation  is  required 
pursuant  to  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act. 

Explanation  of  Changes  made  in  the 
Final  Marketing  Plan  from  the  Proposed 
Marketing  Plan 

The  section  in  the  proposed  Plan 
entitled  "102  MW  of  Additional  Power 
and  10  MW  for  Protection  of  System 
Diversity"  was  modihed  to  be  the  first  3 
sections  of  the  final  Plan.  However,  the 
provisions  were  not  changed 
substantially.  One  change  was  to 
increase  the  amount  of  the  diversity 
allocations  to  30  MW  from  the  10  MW 
proposed  to  be  in  accordance  with  the 
final  Allocation  Criteria.  In  addition, 
Western  decided  that  each  customer 
receiving  part  of  the  26  MW  of 
nonwithdrawable  power  will  also 
receive  a  proportional  share  of  the  46 
MW  of  Westlands  withdrawable  power. 
This  was  done  because  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  basis  of  giving  any  one 
customer  nonwithdrawable  power  as 
opposed  to  withdrawable  power. 
Therefore,  each  customer  receiving  an 
allocation  from  these  categories  will 
have  a  proportional  share  of  each.  This 
will  prevent  later  inequity  should 
withdrawal  be  required,  since  each  such 
customer  will  have  a  pro  rata  reduction. 
However,  no  customer  will  be  reduced 
below  0.5  MW.  This  exception  was 
required  to  meet  the  service  conditions 
under  the  PGandE  Contract  No.  2948A. 

In  addition,  the  withdrawal  notice  was 
reduced  fi'om  1  year  to  3  months  to 
conform  to  Westlands*  contract  which 
only  obligates  Westlands  to  give  6 
months’  notice  to  Western.  A  1-year 
notice  was  not  practical  under  the 
circumstances. 

The  sections  in  the  proposed  Plan 
entitled  “Renewal  of  Expiring 
Contracts”  and  “Contract  Termination 
Date"  were  eliminated  because  they 
substantially  duplicated  the  provisions 
in  the  final  Allocation  Criteria  which  are 
incorporated  by  reference  and  made  a 
part  of  the  final  Plan. 

Western's  contract  reservations  were 
unchanged.  However,  Western  decided 
not  to  apply  these  reservations  to  the 
allocation  for  renewable  resources  and 
cogeneration,  and  for  diversity.  The 
reason  is  that  these  reservations  add  an 
additional  contingency  which  could 
make  financing  more  difficult  to  obtain 
for  the  customers  project.  With  respect 
to  the  diversity  allocations,  such 
customers  will  be  protecting  the 
allocations  of  all  ^  ciutomers  by 


shedding  not  only  their  diversity 
allocation  but  their  nonwithdrawable 
CRD  during  the  peaks  in  amounts  to  be 
negotiated.  As  part  of  the  consideration 
for  this  load  shedding,  Western  is 
exempting  the  diversity  allocations  finrn 
the  contract  reservations.  Such 
exemptions  are  legal  under  reclamation 
law  b^ause  all  other  contracts, 
including  those  not  subject  to  this 
marketing  Plan,  contain  similar  contract 
reservations  so  that  the  necessary 
withdrawals  can  be  effected. 

The  section  in  the  proposed  Plan 
regarding  transmission  billing  terms  was 
substantively  unchanged.  However, 
certain  wording  changes  were  made  to 
improve  clarity. 

The  section  in  the  proposed  iHan  on 
“Energy  Limit  Alternatives"  was  deleted 
because  Western  decided  not  to  impose 
the  40-percent  energy  limit  as  provided 
in  the  final  Allocation  Criteria  which  are 
incorporated  by  reference  and  made  a 
part  hereof. 

Responses  to  Comments 

1.  New  Melones  and  Trinity 
Reservations.  The  Modesto  Irrigation 
District  requested  clarification  of 
Western's  intent  to  withdrawn  power  on 
a  pro  rata  basis  to  meet  the  needs  of 
Trinity,  Calaveras,  and  Tuolomne 
Counties;  specifically,  whether 
withdrawals  would  apply  to  all  existing 
and  future  allocations,  llie  San 
Francisco  Operations  Office  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE-SFO) 
commented:  “Reductions  necessary  to 
supply  project  use  requirements,  to 
maintain  the  simultaneous  peaks  within 
limits,  or  to  supply  power  and  energy  to 
preference  customers  in  Tuolomne, 
Calaveras,  and  Trinity  Counties  should 
be  spread  to  all  customers  on  a  pro  rata 
basis.”  'Hie  PGandE  Cities  (those  cities 
in  the  PGandE  service  area  having 
municipal  utilities  which  currently  do 
not  receive  power  from  the  CVP) 
accepted  the  contract  reservations,  but 
believed  that  they  “should  be  imposed 
on  all  customers.”  The  City  of  Santa 
Clara  suggested  that  the  102MW  be  used 
to  serve  the  county  of  origin 
reservations  on  the  basis  that  existing 
preference  customers'  firm  ptower 
allocations  should  be  protected  to  the 
maximum  extent  possible. 

Western  has  chosen  to  allocate  the 
102  MW  in  deference  to  the  many 
preference  entities  who  historically  have 
requested  an  allocation  of  CVP  power. 
The  final  Plan  sets  forth  the 
requirements  of  reclamation  law  that  the 
withdrawal  of  power  for  the  counties  of 
origin  shall  apply  to  all  CVP  customers. 
Western  believes  that  this  will  minimize 
the  impact  of  withdrawal  from  its 
customers.  It  is  Western's  interpretation  - 


of  reclamation  law  that  all  of  the 
categories  of  the  102  MW  of  additional 
power  are  subject  to  the  statutory 
requirement,  but  that  customers 
receiving  an  allocation  finm  the 
renewable  resources  and  cogeneration 
category  or  the  diversity  category  can  be 
exempted  by  contract  fcH*  the  reasons 
stated  in  the  previous  section.  Western 
will  thus  require  contract  provisions  to 
enable  withdrawal  in  all  contracts 
except  those  for  diversity  or  renewable 
resource  and  cogeneration  allocations. 
Western  anticipates  that  it  will  conduct 
a  rulemaking  proceeding  in  1981  and 
1982  to  develop  the  exact  formulas  for 
any  such  withdrawals. 

2.  Transmission  Billing  Terms. 

Western  proposed  to  change  its 
transmission  billing  system  from  the 
current  system,  one  in  which  the  power 
sales  rate  is  discounted  for  direct 
service  customers  and  for  service  above 
44  kV,  to  one  that  would  recognize  the 
physical  aspects  of  interconnection  to 
Western’s  transmission  system,  either 
directly  or  via  PGandE’s  system.  Entities 
directly  served  by  Western  would  not 
receive  a  discount  for  transmission, 
while  those  served  via  PGandE’s  system 
would  be  assessed  a  wheeling  charge  as 
agreed  upon  between  PGandE  and 
Western. 

The  San  Luis  Water  District  believes 
the  proposed  system  “  *  *  * 
discriminates  against  irrigation  agencies 
which  all  receive  wheeled  service  and, 
therefore,  w’ill  be  subject  to  £tn  extra 
wheeling  charge.”  The  DOE-SFO 
questioned  whether  the  new  system 
would  be,  as  Western  claimed,  less 
cumbersome,  and  how  it  would 
eliminate  inequity.  DOE-SFO  also 
commented  that  “a  more  efficient 
system  which  truly  results  in  equitable 
treatment  should  be  imposed  upon  all 
customers  at  the  same  time.”  The 
PGandE  Cities  “  *  *  •  expect  that 
Western  will  provide  an  opportunity  for 
the  affected  customers  to  provide  input 
to  Western's  studies  at  such  time  as  the 
studies  are  undertaken.”  The  PGandE 
Cities  have  also  suggested  that  the 
transmission  billing  terms  reflect 
“allocations  of  power  at  the  bus,  with 
the  individual  customer  absorbing 
losses  associated  with  transmission.” 
The  City  of  Santa  Clara  supported  the 
proposed  billing  system,  stating 
“Separate  treatment  of  transmission  in 
renewals  and  new  contracts  will  in  the 
future  allow  customers  the  flexibility  of 
using  the  most  advantageous  contract 
path  available  *  *  *  " 

Western’s  proposed  transmission 
billing  terms  are  based  on  the  premise  of 
“charges  for  services  rendered.”  Studies 
evaluating  the  equity  of  the  present 
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system  for  accounting  for  the  costs  of 
transmission  service  to  all  our 
customers  will  begin  in  the  near  future; 
transmission  provisions  resulting  from 
the  studies  would  apply  to  all 
customers.  In  anticipation  of  this 
occurrence,'  contracts  fm  the  102  MW 
and  renewal  contracts  will  be  written  to 
allow  a  transmission  lulling  basis  to  be 
implemented.  Future  rate  proceedings 
will  determine  the  actual  billing  method. 

Given  the  discussion  above,  Western 
assures  the  San  Luis  Water  District  that 
implementation  of  a  contract  provision 
is  not  in  and  of  itself  discriminatory.  The 
irrigation  districts  will  not  be  subject  to 
an  “extra"  wheeling  diarge.  Radier,  tiiey 
will  be  charged  for  transmission  service 
by  a  separate  rate  from  the  power  sales 
rate.  The  transmission  rate  would  more 
accurately  reflect  the  cost  of  providing 
the  sevice  and  would  not,  as  is  currently 
the  practice,  be  included  in  the  power 
sales  rate. 

3.  Transmission  Marketing  Plan.  The 
PGandE  Cities  fully  suppmi  the 
transmission  plan.  The  Modesto 
Irrigation  District  found  the  priorities 
listed  in  proposed  Transmission 
Marketing  plan  to  be  reasonable  and 
encouraged  Western  to  actively 
participate  with  others  in  developing 
transmission  systems  to  both  the  Padfic 
Northwest  and  Padfic  Southwest. 
PGandE  reiterated  their  previous  inquiry 
as  to  “  *  *  *  whether  the  proposed 
marketing  of  transmission  capadty  can 
be  reconciled  with  the  proscriptions  of 
Contract  2947 A.”  The  California  Energy 
Commission  posited  that  Western  “  *  *  • 
act  as  a  regional  power  broker  and 
transmitter  on  behalf  of  its  customers, 
wheeling  to  them  the  generation  they 
themselves  purchase  and  making 
economical  interstate  transfers  possible 
by  extending  the  Federal  transmission 
network  to  presently  under  utilized 
powerplants,  such  as  the  existing  coal- 
fired  installations  in  Wyoming." 

Western  will  first  exerdse  its  rights  to 
its  entitlement  subject  to  its 
transmission  contract  with  PGand  B 
(2947 A).  In  seeking  additional 
economical  sources  of  energy  to  serve 
its  project  and  preference  customer 
loads.  Western  intends  to  fully  load  its 
400MW  entitlement  of  the  500-kV  a.c. 
Pacific  Northeast  Intertie.  If  Western  is 
unable  to  fully  utilize  its  400  MW 
entitlement,  preference  for  the  surplus 
transmission  capadty  will  be  given, 
within  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
Western's  contracts  and  reclamation 
law,  to  preference  cusUmiers  vHbo  have 
a  need  to  meet  load  requirements  above 
their  CRD.  After  meeti^  these 
objectives,  surplus  transmission 
capacity,  if  still  availaUe,  may  be 


marketed  to  entities  requesting  such 
transmission.  In  response  to  t^ 
California  Energy  Commission's 
comment  Western  believes  that  this 
policy  currently  represents  die 
maximum  extent  to  which  it  is'able  to 
assist  its  customers  given  Western's 
current  physical,  contractual,  and  legal 
capabilities. 

4.  Marketing  Area.  Citing  the 
contractual  constraints  of  Western's 
.  contract  with  PGand  E  (2948A),  and  the 
fact  that  Western  has  no  transmission 
capability  of  its  own  to  serve  northern 
Nevada,  Western  proposed  not  to 
market  its  CVP  resources  outside  of 
northern  California.  Support  for  this 
proposal  came  bom  the  DOE-SFO  and 
bom  the  Systemwide  Adminisbation  of 
the  University  of  California. 

The  Colorado  River  Commission  of 
Nevada,  on  behalf  of  the  State  of 
Nevada,  questioned  the  marketing  area 
definition  proposed  (and  now  adopted) 
by  Western.  Spedfically,  the  State  of 
Nevada  commented  that  Western  did 
not  make  "clear  the  legal  justification" 
for  its  position,  and  fu^er  commented 
that  Western  failed  to  protect  Nevada's 
interest  for  an  equitable  share  of  CVP 
power  when  it  entered  into  Conbact 
2948A.  Although  Nevada  questioned  the 
“propriety  of  continuing  the  conbact” 
they  “respectfully  suggest(ed]  that  it 
would  seem  preferable  if  Nevada's 
interests  in  Cenbal  Valley  Project  power 
can  be  satisfied  without  interfering  with 
that  (resource  firming  benefit  of  conbact 
2948A)  benefit” 

Lastly,  Nevada  through  its 
congressional  representatives,  requested 
Secretary  of  Energy,  Dr.  James  Edwards, 
to  initiate  a  full  investigation  of  Conbact 
2948A  and  continued  sales  to  Federal 
agencies  and  to  hold  the  marketing  plan 
proceedings  in  abeyance  until 
completion  of  the  investigation. 

The  legad  basis  for  Western's  decision 
not  to  market  its  CVP  resources  outside 
of  northern  California  is  the 
interpretation  of  Reclamation  Law  made 
by  the  Court  in  Arizona  Power 
Authority  v.  Morton,  649  F.  2d  1231  (9th 
Cb.  1977),  which  holds  that  the 
Secretary  (now  acting  by  and  through 
the  Administrator  of  Western)  has 
discretionary  authority  to  decide  how 
and  where  Federal  resources  are  to  be 
marketed.  The  relevant  holding  was: 
“Unless  Arizona  Power  can  establish  its 
contention  that  Congress  has  prohibited 
the  Secretary  from  taking  a  customer's 
location  into  account  in  marketing  CR^ 
power,  it  would  appear  in  li^t  of  his 
broad  discretion  &at  the  Secretary  may 
adopt  whatever  geographic  preference 
he  desires  and  that  we  (the  court)  have 
~  no  jurisdiction  to  review  his  action." 


Western's  responses  to  Nevada's 
other  comments  are  contained  in  letters 
bom  Assistant  Secretary  of  Energy. 
Joseph  Tribble,  to  Nevada's 
congressional  representatives — Senator 
Paul  Laxalt,  Congressman  James 
Santini,  and  Congressman  Howard 
Cannon.  Excerpted  below  are  the 
pertinent  sections  of  the  letter. 

Western's  response  with  respect  to 
Nevada's  claim  of  Western's  failure  to 
protect  theb  interest  when  it  entered 
into  conbact  2948A  with  PGand  E  was: 

*  *  *  regarding  Nevada's  claim  to  a  share 
of  CVP  hydropower.  Western's  records  show 
that  an  allocation  of  CVP  power  (50  MW 
initially,  90  MW  ultimately]  was  offered  to 
Nevada  in  1949.  In  1956  Nevada  contracted 
with  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation  (Bureau)  to 
take  S3  MW  of  CVP  power.  It  was  agreed  that 
Nevada  would  be  responsible  for  acquiring  a 
bansmission  intercoimection  with  the  CVP 
system  or  would  arrange  for  delivery  over 
bansmission  lines  owned  by  others.  Despite 
three  1-year  extensions  to  allow  Nevada 
sufficient  time  to  make  arrangements,  the 
bansmission  capability  never  materialized 
and.  therefore,  the  power  contract  was 
declared  null  and  void  in  accordance  with  its 
own  provisions.  The  power  was  subsequently 
offered  to  and  conbacted  for  by  other 
preference  entities  in  California.  Similar 
situations  have  occurred  for  various  reasons 
with  other  eligible  preference  entities. 

Western  (and  the  Bureau]  consistently  has 
held  that  failure  to  execute  and  implement  a 
power  conbact  waives  any  historic  rights  to 
that  power,  particularly  if  its  is  subsequently 
sold  to  other  preference  entities. 

Western’s  response  to  Nevada's 
question  regarding  continued  sales  to 
Federal  agencies  was: 

Another  issued  raised  concerns  the 
legitimacy  of  sales  to  Federal  agencies  as 
preference  entities.  For  many  years  the 
Departments  of  the  Interior  and  Energy  have 
regarded  Federal  agencies  as  equal 
preference  entities  under  section  9(c]  of  the 
Reclamation  Project  Act  of  1939  (43  U.S.C. 
485h(c].  That  section  gives  preference  in  the 
sale  of  Federal  power  to  municipalities  and 
“other  public  corporations  or  agencies." 

Western's  response  to  Nevada's 
question  regarding  the  legality  of  the 
banking  arrangements  under  the  terms 
of  the  contract  and  whether  Nevada  can 
share  in  the  firming  benefits  provided  by 
PC  and  E  was: 

Contract  2948A  is  a  key  facet  of  the 
Sacramento  Area  Office's  power  marketing 
program.  The  entire  contract  and  its 
integration  and  banking  arrangements  are 
very  complex  Contract  2948A  was  negotiated 
in  conjunction  with  the  building  of  the  Pacific 
Northwest-Pacific  Southwest  Intertie  and 
Congress  extensively  reviewed  it  prior  to 
appropriating  funds  for  the  intertie.  The 
contract  which  was  signed  in  1967  jtrovides 
much  valued  firming  snd  support  of 
Western's  load  levels  by  PGandE.  Without 
sudi  support.  Western's  hydroriectric 
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resources  can  only  support  500  to  600  MW  of 
commercial  loads.  Upper  Contract  2948A,  the 
current  1,050  MW  or  proposed  1,152  MW  load 
level  will  be  supported  from  the  capacity  and 
energy  bank  accounts.  When  Western’s  CVP 
generation  and  imported  power  from  the 
Centralia  coal  plant  in  Washington  are 
inadequte  to  meet  customer  demands, 

PGandE  sells  to  Western  capacity  and  energy 
from  these  accounts  to  make  up  for  the 
deficits.  Western’s  contract  for  power  from 
the  Centralia  coal  plant  expires  on  December 
31, 1981.  The  loss  of  Centralia  power  means 
that  the  accounts  will  be  called  upon 
continuously  for  support  in  the  future. 

Contract  2948A  expressly  states  that 
PGandE  has  no  obligation  to  provide  Firming 
support  for  CVP  power  marketed  outside  of 
PGandE’s  service  area,  which  is  located 
wholly  within  northern  California.  In  a  letter 
to  Western  dated  February  24, 1981,  PGandE 
indicated  its  unwillingness  to  provide  firming 
support  under  the  contract  for  loads  in 
Nevada,  Without  PGandE  firming  support 
there  is  no  way  to  meet  the  Nevada  request 
for  firm  CVP  power.  As  Western  noted  in  its 
proposed  power  marketing  plan,  current  and 
potential  preference  customers  in  northern 
California  have  requirements  that  already 
greatly  exceed  the  capability  of  the  CVP. 

The  Ninth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in  the 
Santa  Clara  case  (572  F.2d  660  (9th  Cir.  1978)) 
questioned  the  validity  of  the  Contract  2948A 
banking  arrangements  with  PGandE.  The 
court  held  that  there  was  indeed  a  sale  of 
power  to  PGandE  and  that  the  banking 
arrangement  did  not  protect  the  sale  from 
application  of  the  preference  clause.  The 
court  remanded  the  case  to  the  trial  court  to 
determine  after  consideration  of  all  relevant 
facts  and  legal  arguments,  whether  or  not 
there  was  a  violation  of  the  preference 
clause.  The  trial  court  never  made  a 
determination  on  the  issue  because  the  case 
was  settled  before  trial,  which  is  the 
settlement  that  allows  marketing  of  an 
additional  102  megawatts  of  CVP  firm  power 
supported  by  PGandE. 

5.  The  1994  Contract  Termination 
Date.  Congressman  Vic  Fazio  on  behalf 
of  the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility 
District  (SMUD)  commented  that  “1994 
as  the  year  for  an  overall  review  of  CVP 
allocations  would  mean  that  they  '' 
(SMUD)  might  lose  some  of  the  capacity 
now  allocated  to  them  as  well  as  some 
of  the  energy  they  obtain  from  the 
Project  after  that  year.”  SMUD 
reiterated  their  previous  written 
comments  stating  that  in  fairness  to 
SMUD’s  customers  who  receive  less 
CVP  power  per  capita  than  other  CVP 
customers,  expiring  contracts  should  be 
renewed  on  their  present  terms  to  2004. 
Further,  SMUD  asserted  “there  seems  no 
reason  to  select  1994  as  a  reallocation 
date  unless  Western  seriously  believes 
that  some  portion  of  the  power  SMUD  is 
now  receiving  should  be  reallocaed  on 
that  date.”  The  DOE-SFO,  representing 
Lawrence  Berkeley  Laboratory, 
Lawrence  Livermore  National 
Laboratory,  and  the  Stanford  Linear 


Accelerator,  in  the  interest  of  equity, 
also  urged  a  termination  date  of  2004  for 
all  contracts. 

Western,  in  adherence  to  prudent 
planning,  is  adopting  the  1994 
termination  date  to  give  itself  a  mid* 
term  period  by  which  to  formally 
develop  a  marketing  plan  that  re¬ 
evaluates  the  loads  and  resources  of  the 
CVP.  Western  is  implementing  the  same 
planning  strategy  adopted  by  numerous 
electric  utilities  who  have  found  it 
necessary  to  maximize  their  planning 
flexibility  as  they  confront  major 
uncertainties  such  as  bringing  into 
service  conventional  and 
unconventional  generation  resources 
and  transmission  facilities,  cash  flow, 
the  future  cost  and  availability  of 
foreign  oil,  the  effects  of  load 
management,  the  accuracy  of  load 
forecasts,  and  the  changes  in 
environmental  and  financial  regulations. 

Prior  to  the  1994  contract  termination 
date.  Western  will  assess  the  situation 
of  its  loads  and  resources  and  develop  a 
marketing  plan  for  power  sold  under 
contracts  for  the  102  MW,  the  30  MW  of 
diversity,  contracts  being  renewed 
under  tUs  Plan,  and  contracts  expiring 
at  that  time.  Until  that  time,  it  would  be 
premature  to  speculate  whether  SMUD 
or  new  customers  or  existing  customers 
having  expiring  contracts  might  lose  all, 
a  portion,  or  none  of  their  power 
allocation. 

6.  Westlands  Withdrawable  Power 
Allocation.  In  its  proposed  Power 
Marketing  Plan,  Western  proposed  that 
firm  power  allocations  would  come 
separately  fi'om  the  26  MW  category  and 
fi'om  Westlands’  entitlement  to,  but 
unused  46  MW.  James  Shepard,  counsel 
for  James  Irrigation  District,  suggested 
that  the  Westiands*  category  “be  spread 
over  all  new  and/or  renewal  contracts.” 

In  the  interest  of  equity.  Western  has 
decided  to  market  each  megawatt 
allocation  of  firm  power  to  include  a 
proportional  share  of  the  26  MW  and  the 
46  MW  categories.  The  formula  for  the 
determination  of  the  relative  proportion 
of  each  component  is  discussed  in  detail 
in  the  final  Power  Marketing  Plan. 

7.  Renewal  of  Contracts  Expiring 
Prior  to  1986.  Western  annoimced 
previously  its  decision  to  renew  all 
contracts  expiring  prior  to  1986  on 
substantially  the  same  terms  and 
conditions.  James  Shepard,  counsel  for 
the  James  legation  District,  requested 
policy  review  of  four  contracts:  the  two 
Mather  Air  Force  Base  contracts  which 
when  renewed,  would  increase  SMUD’s 
supply:  and,  the  two  Travis  Air  Force 
Base  Wherry  contracts  which  when 
renewed,  would  subsidize  an  already 
subsidized  military  group.  James 
Shepard  also  queried  whether  the  . 


housing  projects  under  the  contracts 
qualified  as  municipalities. 

The  four  Air  Force  entities  are  clearly 
not  municipalities,  but  are  preference 
entities  under  reclamation  law  because 
of  their  association  with  the  Air  Force 
bases  which  are  “public  agencies.”  The 
two  Mather  contracts  are  distinct  fi'om 
SMUD’s  loads  except  for  auxiliary 
service  provided  by  SMUD.  Western 
views  the  renewal  of  their  contracts  as  a 
renewal  of  preference  entity  contracts 
and  not  an  increase  in  SMUD’s  supply  of 
Federal  power. 

8.  Conservation  and  Renewable 
Energy  Program.  Several  commenters 
favored  the  conservation  goals  stated  in 
the  marketing  plan  but  felt  that  Western 
needs  to  be  more  explicit  with  respect  to 
contract  and  enforcement  provisions. 

’The  California  Energy  Commission 
recommended  that  Western  use  its 
authority  to  encourage  the  development 
of  cost-effective  electric  power 
conservation  and  alternative  resources. 

The  Conservation  and  Renewable 
Energy  program  (C&RE)  is  being 
developed  as  a  distinct  Western 
Program  and  as  such  has  a  separate 
schedule  from  the  one  for  this  marketing 
plan.  Because  of  this,  the  substance  of 
the  C&RE  program  will  not  be  discussd 
here.  Proposed  guidelines  for  the 
development  of  C&RE  programs  by  the 
customers  of  Western’s  five  Area 
Offices  were  aimounced  in  the  Federal 
Register  (46  FR  40574)  on  August  10, 

1981.  A  public  comment  forum  on  the 
guidelines  was  held  on  August  27. 1981. 

Contracts  being  renewed  under  this 
Plan  and  contracts  for  power  under  the 
102  MW  plus  up  to  30  MW  for  diversity 
will  be  written  to  allow  the  future 
inclusion  of  conservation  contract 
provisions.  A  10-percent  reduction  in  a 
customer’s  CRD  will  be  the  enforcement 
provision  if  the  customer  does  not 
implement  an  acceptable  C&RE 
program.  Western  is  committed  to  work 
closely  with  its  customers  to  avoid 
duplication  of  regulatory  requirements 
and  the  imposition  of  non-cost-efiective 
conservation  measures. 

9.  System  Diversity  and  the  1,152  MW 
Load  Level.  PGandE  which  provides 
CVP  resource  firming  benefits 
questioned:  “With  what  equipment  and 
by  what  measure  would  Western 
determine  that  load  shreding  is 
necessary?  What  assurances  are  to  be 
provided  that  the  1,152  MW  customer 
load  level  will  not  be  exceeded?” 

Western  monitors,  on  a  real  time 
basis,  the  loads  of  many  of  its  customers 
and  the  recipients  of  the  30  MW  to 
protect  system  diversity.  These 
customers  will  have  contracts  with 
Western  requiring  them  to  drop 
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necessary  amounts  of  load  at  those 
times  when  the  system  simultaneous 
loads  approach  the  1,152  MW  load  level. 
Working  with  these  customers  and 
PGandE,  Western  anticipates  that  the 
1,152  MW  load  level  will  not  be 
exceeded.  In  addition,  withdrawal 
provisions  provide  the  last  measure  to 
assure  that  the  1,152  MW  load  level  will 
not  be  exceeded. 

10.  Power  Purchases.  The  California 
Energy  Commission  argued  that 
Western’s  plan  to  purchase  power  to 
support  a  higher  load  level  which  could 
result  in  the  costs  of  purchased  power 
being  melded  with  the  lower  cost 
hydropower  costs  and  sold  at  a  blended 
rate,  would  give  false  price  signals  to 
Western’s  customers  which  cause 
them  to  maximize  their  purchases  from 
Western  rather  than  seek  out 
conservation  or  alternative  resources 
that  are  cheaper  than  Western’s 
purchased  power  costs. 

First  of  all,  whether  the  costs  of 
purchased  power  are  blended  with  so 
called  “low  cost  Federal  hydropower’’ 
costs  and  whether  the  rate  design  will 
be  a  blended  one,  is  a  matter  to  be 
considered  during  the  subsequent 
ratesetting  process.  Second,  even  if  the 
load  level  was  not  increased,  the 
purchase  power  costs  would  be 
substantial.  Third,  most  utilities  meld 
the  costs  of  their  purchase  power  and 
their  higher  priced  units  with  their  lower 
cost  units  and  sell  at  a  rate  which 
recovers  those  costs  but  which  does  not 
distinguish  between  resources  (i.e.,  a 
blended  rate).  Fourth,  the  argument 
assumes  that  conservation  and  other 
alternative  resources  are  in  fact  cheaper 
alternatives.  Unless  this  is  true,  the 
argument  has  no  validity.  Lastly,  the 
argument  assumes  that  Western’s 
customers’  motivation  to  engage  in 
conservation  and  alternative  resources 
is  solely  influenced  by  price  signals  from 
Western.  This  is  simply  not  true  for 
many  of  Western’s  customers  because 
they  have  alternative  suppliers  (e.g., 
PGandE)  which  have  much  higher 
prices.  Even  those  customers  which 
currently  receive  all  of  their 
requirements  from  Western  are  facing 
maximum  delivery  limits  with  much 
higher  incremental  costs  if  those  limits 
are  exceeded.  There  are  likely  many 
other  factors  involved  as  well,  because 
many  of  Western’s  customers  which 
have  received  Federal  power  for  years 
have  very  aggressive  conservation 
programs  and  are  actively  pursuing 
viable  alternative  resources.  Therefore. 
Western  is  not  persuaded  that  the 
marketing  Plan  should  be  changed 
because  of  the  possibility  of  "distorting 
their  (Western's  customers)  view  of  the 


marginal  cost  of  power  from  whatever 
source  Western  chooses  to  make 
purchases.”  Western  believes  that  its 
conservation  program  and  renewable 
resource  allocations  provide  the  type  of 
assistance  and  encouragement  to  its 
customers  which  the  California  Energy 
Commission  is  seeking  and  which  is 
consistent  with  Western’s  other  contract 
authorities. 

Schedule 

The  remaining  schedule  of  the  CVP 
Power  Maiiceting  Plan  is  as  follows: 
October  27 — Comment  forum  on 
proposed  allocations. 

Mid-November — 30  days  from  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Allocations,  the 
written  comments  are  due. 

End  of  November  or  begiiming  of 
December — ^Publish  final  allocations 
and  begin  contracting. 

Availability  of  Information 

All  brochures,  studies,  comments, 
letters,  memorandums,  and  other 
documents  made  or  kept  by  Western 
will  be  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  Sacramento  Area  Office, 
Western  Area  Power  Administration, 
2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  CA 
94825  (916)  484-4251. 

Issued  at  Golden,  Colo.,  October  13, 1981. 
Robert  L  McPhail, 

Administrator,  Western  Area  Power 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-30227  Fikd  10-lS-Bl:  10:54  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-01-M 

Proposed  Allocations,  Central  Valley 
Project,  Califomia 

agency:  Western  Area  Power 
Administration,  Energy. 
action:  Notice  of  Proposed 
Allocations — Central  Valley  Project 
(CVP)  California. 

summary:  This  notice  contains  the 
proposed  allocations  for  102  MW  of  firm 
power  plus  up  to  30  MW  of  power  to 
protect  system  diversity.  'These 
allocations  are  made  pursuant  to  the 
final  Allocation  Criteria  published  at  46 
FR  41547  (August  17, 1961),  and  the  final 
Power  Marketing  Plan  which  will  be 
published  on  or  about  October  16. 1981. 
*1116  section  below  entitled 
“Supplementary  Infonnation’*  contains  a 
brief  statement  of  the  major  reasons  and 
rationale  for  granting  or  denying 
allocations  in  each  category. 

DATES:  A  public  comment  forum  will  be 
held  on  October  27, 1981  beginning  at 
9:30  a.m.  in  the  Amador  Room,  Holiday 
Inn-Holidome,  5321  Date  Avenue, 
Sacramento,  Califomia.  This  forum  was 
rescheduled  from  the  October  IS,  1961, 


date  whid  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  September  25, 1981  (46  FR 
47293).  The  reason  for  postponing  the 
comment  fonun  to  October  27, 1981,  was 
because  Western  Area  Power 
Administration  (Western)  was  unable  to 
review  and  analyze  the  numerous 
applications  received  and  make  the 
proposed  allocations  within  the  previous 
schedule.  Written  comments  on  the 
proposed  allocations  will  be  received 
until  November  16, 1981.  The  final 
allocations  will  be  published  following 
the  comment  period  during  the  latter 
part  of  November  or  early  December, 
after  which  contract  negotiations  will 
commence. 

ADDRESS:  For  further  information 
concerning  the  Final  Power  Marketing 
Plan,  the  Proposed  Allocations- or  the 
October  27, 1981,  comment  forum, 
contact:  Mr.  David  G.  Coleman.  Area 
Manager.  Western  Area  Power 
Administration.  Sacramento  Area 
Office,  2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacramento, 
CA  95825,  (916)  484-4251  FTS  468-4251. 

Proposed  Allocations  ^ 

The  following  proposed  allocations 
for  the  Central  Valley  Project  (CVP)  are 
made  in  accordance  with  the  “Final 
Allocation  Criteria  for  Marketing 
Additional  Power”  published  at  46  FR 
41547  (August  17, 1981)  and  the  “Final 
Power  Marketing  Plan”  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  or  about  October  16, 
1981. 

L  Allocation  of  26  MW  of 
Nonwithdrawable  Power  and  46  MW  of 
Power  Withdrawable  for  the  Westlands 
Water  District  Each  allottee  under 
these  categories  will  have  a  proportional 
share  of  the  26  MW  of  nonwithdrawable 
power  and  the  available  amount  of 
Westlands  withdrawable  power,  except 
that  a  customer  will  not  have  a  Contract 
Rate  of  Delivery  (CRD)  less  than  0.5 
MW. 
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Proposed 

maximum 

allocation 

Water  DMiicta 

0.5 

1 

04 

1 

Subtotal _ _  — 

3 

Federal 

17.  Fish  A  WWWe . . 

0.5 

IS.  ICA-Ohoa . - . . . . 

0.5 

Subtotal - 

14 

UtHtty  Dtotricts 

Ifi  FBMUn  . 

2 

2 

Subtotal . . . . 

4 

68 

4 

72 

II.  Allocation  of  up  to  30  MW  for 
Renewable  Resources  and 
Cogeneration.  All  30  MW  are  allocated 
as  specified  below.  Allocation^  are 
subject  to  the  execution  of  a  mutually 
satisfactory  contract,  in  accordance 
with  the  final  Marketing  Plan  and 
Allocation  Criteria.  If  any  of  the  power 
allocated  in  this  category  fails  to  be 
subscribed,  subsequent  allocations  will 
be  made  after  allowing  for  the  required 
public  notice  and  comment. 


Preference  customer 


1.  NCPA2— Geothermal  owner 

Santa  Clara . - . 

Lodi 

Alameda . . . 

Lompoc 

Ukiah 

Healdaburg . 

2.  DOE  LatMratorieo — cogeneration 

3.  SMUD— photovoltaic . 

4.  Federal  Hydroelectric  Projects— small  hydro: 

FERC  license  recipient— Warm  Springs... 
City  of  Ukiah— Lake  Mendocino . 

5.  Glen.Colusa  Irrigation  District— Tehama— 

Colusa  Interne . . . 

6.  Modesto  Irrigation  District— small  hydroelectric 

projects . 

7.  Turiock  Irrigation  District— small  hydroelectric 

projects . 

8.  City  of  Santa  Clara— cogeneration . 

9.  City  of  Alameda — municipal  waste  combustion. 

10.  City  of  Palo  Alto— cogeneration . 


Grand  total . . 


Proposed 

maximum 

allocation 


6.0 

1.5 

1.5 

0.3 

0.4 

0.3 

4.0 

1.0 

1.5 

2.5 

1.0 

2.0 

1.0 

2.0 

4.0 

1.0 


III.  Diversity  Allocation.  Diversity 
allocations  are  contingent  upon  reaching 
a  mutually  satisfactory  contract 
whereby  the  customer  will  agree  to 
shed,  during  the  times  when  Western’s 
system’s  simultaneous  peak  is  at  or 
approaches  1,152  MW, 'both  the  diversity 
‘  {dlocation  and  amounts  being  served 
under  nonwithdrawable  contracts  with 
Western  (as  necessary  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  contract)  to 
prevent  the  1,152  MW  simultaneous  load 
limit  from  being  exceeded. 


Preterenoe  customer 

Proposed 

maximum 

allocation 

(MW) 

21 

8 

DOE  Laboratories.. _ _ 

30 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Rationale  for  Allocations  Made  in  Eadi 
Category 

I.  Allocation  of  26  MW  of 
Non  withdrawable  Power  and  46  MW  of 
Withdrawable  Power.  In  addition  to  the 
criteria  adopted  in  the  Final  Marketing 
Plan  and  Allocation  Criteria,  three  other 
factors  were  considered.  These  factors 
arose  as  the  result  of  recent  occurrences 
or  were  foimd  necessary  to  be 
considered  by  the  Administrator  after 
review  of  the  applications  received  and 
are  as  follows: 

1.  Preference  was  given  to  irrigation 
and  water  districts  which  deliver  CVP 
water. 

2.  Any  former  customer  that  lost  its 
entire  firm  CRD  allocation  fixim  Western 
because  of  the  occurrence  of  a  system 
peak  demand  which  exceeded  the  1,050 
load  level,  was  given  favorable 
consideration. 

3.  Mitigation  of  CVP  impacts  on  fish 
and  wildlife  was  considered. 

The  entities  listed  below  were  not 
given  allocations  for  the  reasons  stated. 
The  references  in  parentheses  are  to  the 
log  file  numbers  assigned  to  the  > 
applications  as  they  were  received. 

Irrigation  Districts  and  Water  Districts 

Ineligible  because  applicant  is  an 
existing  customer: 

Glenn  Colusa  I.D.  (81-PMP-043) 

East  Contra  Costa  I.D.  (81-PMP-071] 

San  Luis  W.D.  (81-PMP-067) 

Arvin  Edison  W.D.  (81-PMIM)49) 

Not  selected  because  applicant  is  a 
non-CVP  water  supplier: 

El  Solyo  W.D.  {81-PMP-008) 

Reclamation  No.  1001  (81-PMP-021) 

Wheeler  Ridge — ^Maricopa  W.D.  (81-PMP- 

033) 

Sonoma  County  Water  Agency  (81-PMP-057) 
Buttonwillow  W.D.  (81-PMP-058) 

Pond  Poso  W.D.  (81-PMP-059) 

Kem  City  Water  Agency  (81^»MP-052) 
Castaic  Lake  Water  Agency  (81-PMP-062) 

Ineligible  because  application 
received  after  filing  deadline: 

Cawelo  W.D.  (81-PMP-072) — received 

September  16, 1981 

Municipalities 

Not  selected  because  applicants  did 
not  own  and  operate  their  own  electricl 
distribution  system  or  did  not  directly 
serve  residential  customers.  These 


applicants  had  sewage  treatment  or 
water  pumping  loads. 

City  of  Madera  (81^PMP-048) 

City  of  Stockton  (81^’MP-020) 

City  of  Vallejo  (81-PMP-024) 

City -of  Coalinga  (81^MIM)50) 

Federal  Agencies 

Ineligible  because  applicant  is  an 
existing  customer. 

Beale  AFB  (81^MP-004) 

Castle  AFB  (81-PMP-007) 

Mather  AFB  (Main)  (81-PMP-OlO) 

Mather  AFB  (Wherry)  (81-PMP-Oll) 

Navy  (81-PMP-034] 

Not  selected  because  the  applicant  is 
directly  served  by  the  Sacramento 
Municipal  Utility  District  (SMUD)  which 
is  an  existing  customer.  Also  sendee 
would  violate  terms  of  SMUD’s  contract. 
McClellan  AFB  (81-PMP-063) 

Utility  Districts 

None  were  found  ineligible. 

State  Agencies 

Not  selected  because  the  State  is  an 
existing  customer,  has  a  lack  of 
individually  served  residential  loads, 
and  the  State,  through  its  Department  of 
Water  Resources,  owns  and  utilizes  for 
the  State’s  pu^oses  several  major 
hydroelectric  power  resources. 

UC  Santa  Barbara  (81-PMP-014) 

UC  San  Francisco  (81-PMP-016) 

UC  Santa  Cruz  (81-PMP-018) 

UC  Berkeley  (81-PMP-019) 

Fresno  SU  (81-PMP-035) 

San  Francisco  SU  (81-P^-036) 

Sonoma  SU  (81-^MP-037) 

Cal  Poly  (81-PMP-038) 

Humboldt  SU  (81-PMP-039) 

Hayward  SU  (81-PMP-040) 

Bakersfield  SU  (81-PMP-041) 

Chico  US  (81-PMP-042) 

San  Jose  US  (81-PMP-070) 

Dept,  of  Fish  and  Game  (81-PMP-051) 

No  allocation  because  State  is  an 
existing  customer  and  because  of  little 
or  no  residential  load: 

Sierra  Conservation  Center  (81-PMP-002) 
Department  of  Water  Resoiuoes  (81-PMP- 

065) 

State  of  Nevada  (81-PMP-073) 

Nevada  was  ruled  inelgible  because  it 
is  not  within  the  CVP  marketing  area  as 
established  in  the  Power  Marketing 
Plan.  Further,  several  of  Nevada’s 
identified  loads  were  not  eligible  for  the 
following  reasons:  Mt.  Wheeler  has  the 
majority  of  its  load  supplied  by  Federal 
(Colorado  River  Storage  Project)  power. 
Winnemucca,  and  Elko  did  not  own  or 
operate  an  electrical  distribution  system 
as  of  October  1, 1980. 

The  following  groups  received 
allocations  for  the  reasons  stated:  for 
the  municipalities  which  received 
allocations,  the  allocations  were  granted 
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primarily  because  each  of  them  served  a 
larger  proportion  of  residential  load 
than  did  the  remainder  of  allottees 
receiving  power  in  these  categories. 

Each  municipality  was  granted  an 
allocation  which  would  meet 
approximately  one-third  of  their 
requirements  for  their  1980  winter  peak. 
The  exception  to  this  was  the  City  of 
Alameda  (Alameda)  which  was  limited 
to  a  maximum  of  16  MW.  The  reason  for 
choosing  to  allocate  on  the  basis  of 
winter  peaks  was  because  the  winter 
peaks  appear  to  best  represent  the  range 
of  Hrm  load  which  Western  could  serve 
a  portion  of  to  each  such  municipality. 

In  addition,  the  winter  peak  demands 
gave  a  more  equitable  and  desirable 
distribution  because  the  load  curves  of 
the  municipalities  were  very  similar. 

The  sununer  load  curves  ..howed  much 
more  dissimilarity  firom  city  to  city 
which  appeared  to  be  a  result  of  air 
conditioning  loads  in  those  cities  which 
experience  hotter  summer  temperatures. 

None  of  tha  cities  appeared  to 
contribute  substantially  to  the  diversity 
of  Western’s  system  (I^mpoc's 
contribution  was  small).  It  is  recognized 
that  those  cities  with  lower  load  factors 
during  the  summer  would  tend  to  lessen 
Western’s  purchase  power  requiremenL 
However,  those  who  have  their 
maximum  peak  during  the  winter  tend  to 
contribute  less  to  the  system  peak 
problem  which  occurs  in  the  summer 
and  thus  they  tend  to  improve  system 
diversity.  Because  of  these  two  opposing 
factors.  Western  did  not  grant  or  deny 
allocations  based  on  contribution  to 
system  diversity. 

The  reason  for  the  16  MW  cap  was  to 
preserve  the  widespread  use  concept 
Because  Alameda  has  such  a  large  load, 
it  was  impossible  to  grant  them  a 
proportional  amount  to  their  load  as 
was  allocated  to  the  other  cities. 
Nonetheless.  Alameda  by  far  received 
the  largest  single  allocation  in  this 
category. 

The  Modesto  Irrigation  District  (MID) 
and  Turlock  Irrigation  District  (TID) 
were  given  allocations  because  of  die 
substantial  residential  load  which  they 
serve.  The  amoimts  were  roughly 
proportional  to  the  amount  of  residenUal 
load  served  by  each  of  them.  However, 
for  several  reasons  this  proportion  was 
less  then  that  applicable  to  the 
municipalities.  Because  of  the  large 
loads  served  by  these  districts,  it  was 
not  possible  to  give  the  same  proportion 
within  the  power  available  for 
allocation.  Second,  the  districts  were 
awarded  an  allocation  in  the  renewable 
resources  and  cogeneration  category. 
Third,  these  districts  receive  a 
substantial  amount  of  hydropower  from 


non-Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  (PG&E) 
resources  which  are  owned  or  utilized 
by  them.  Thus.  MID  and  TID  are  not 
currently  experiencing  the  same  price- 
cost  squeeze  which  the  mimidpalities 
are  facing.  The' amounts  allocated  to  the 
remaining  irrigation  districts  and  water 
districts  were  first  based  on  whether 
they  would  be  using  the  power  for 
pumping  CVP  water.  'Those  entities 
which  do  not  purchase  and  use  CVP 
water  were  not  given  allocations. 

Among  the  remaining  irrigation  and 
water  districts,  allocations  were  made 
to  supply  roughly  one-third  of  their  peak 
load,  except  Aat  the  amounts  were 
rounded  to  the  nearest  M  MW  and  the 
minimum  amoimt  was  0.5  MW.  ’There 
were  several  joint  and  individual 
applications.  These  were  reviewed  and 
the  allocations  were  made  to  avoid 
double  service  to  any  one  irrigation  or 
water  district 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  was 
given  an  allocation  because  one  of  the 
purposes  of  the  Central  Valley  Project  is 
the  protection  of  fish  and  wil^ife 
resources  and  it  was  found  to  be  in  the 
public  interest  to  supply  them  a 
proportion  of  their  nee^.  The  allocation 
will  supply  approximately  one-third  of 
their  requirements  and  meet  the 
minimum  supply  criteria  in  PGandE 
Contract  No.  14-O&-200-2948A.  ICA- 
Dixon  was  given  an  allocation  because 
their  former  alloration  of  withdrawable 
firm  power  went  to  zero  in  1981, 
terminating  their  contract  %vith  the  CVP. 
Western  believes  that  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  to  continue  a  supply  to  this 
former  customer  for  the  same  reasons 
contracts  expiring  prior  to  1986  are 
being  renewed,  lie  allocation  to  the 
Tnu^ee-Donner  Public  Utility  District 
was  made  because  it  serves  primarily 
residential  load  and  it  is  wit^ 
Western’s  northern  California  market 
area.  Secondly,  because  it  has  a  winter 
peak,  its  loads  tend  to  compliment  the 
seasonal  diversity  of  the  CVP  (by  not 
having  high  energy  usage  durii^  the 
summer).  However,  because  there  is  a 
question  as  to  what  transmission 
arrangement  may  be  necessary  to 
provide  service,  it  is  anticipated  that  it 
may  take  longer  to  consumate  a 
contract 

’The  East  Bay  Municipal  Utility 
District  does  not  provide  electric  service 
to  residential  customers,  however,  it 
does  distribute  CVP  water.  Thus,  East 
Bay  was  given  an  allocation  for  the 
same  reasons  allocations  were  given  to 
the  Irrigation  Districts  and  Water 
Districts.  Despite  the  fact  that  the 
proportion  of  allocation  to  load  served  is 
smaller,  the  allocation  is  larger  than  the 
allocations  to  the  Irrigation  and  Water 


Districts.  Thus,  the  net  benefits  to  East 
Bay  will  be  greater  than  entities 
similarly  situated  although  the  benefit  to 
load  served  ratio  will  not  be  as  great 

The  4  MW  of  Westland’s 
Withdrawable  was  reserved  because  of 
Westland’s  recent  request  to  Western  to 
serve,  under  the  terms  of  Westland’s 
contract  certain  canalside  pumps 
currently  served  by  PG&E.  Western  is  in 
the  process  of  determining  whether 
these  pumps  qualify  for  service  under 
the  contract  If  the  pumps  qualify,  the  4 
MW  will  be  unavailable  for  allocation. 
However,  if  tiie  pumps  do  not  qualify, 
the  4  MW  will  be  allocated. 

n.  Allocation  of  30  MW  for 
Renewable  Resources  and 
Cogeneration.  The  primary  factors  in 
making  or  not  making  allocations  to 
applicants  applying  for  power  under  this 
category  were  tiie  following: 

1.  The  cost  of  the  resource. 

2.  The  expected  rapacity  factor  of  the 
resource. 

3.  Allocating  to  a  diverse  set  of 
resources  rather  than  to  a  few  select 
ones. 

4.  The  expected  in-service  date  and 
the  likelihood  of  project  completion 
within  the  five  year  time  period. 

5.  The  amount  of  power  already 
received  by  the  customer  as  it  relates  to 
the  likelihood  of  the  project  going 
forward  if  an  allocation  were  not  made. 

The  application  of  these  factors  to 
each  application  to  arrive  at  the 
decision  of  how  much  power  should  be 
allocated  involved  highly  judgmental 
decisions. 

Each  of  the  applicant’s  resources  were 
reviewed.  Generally  most  of  those 
which  did  not  receive  allocations  were 
rejected  because  the  cost  was  too  high, 
the  energy  output  was  low,  or  it  was 
clear  that  the  project  inservice  date  was 
not  anticipated  within  the  five  year 
period.  On  the  other  hand,  projects  with 
les:,  desirable  costs,  but  meeti^  the 
other  criteria  were  awarded  allocations, 
although  generally  much  less  than  that 
requested.  The  reason  for  giving 
allocations  to  this  latter  group  was  to 
diversify  resources  and  to  promote  these 
projects.  However,  the  criteria  that  the 
purdiase  price  must  be  competitive  with 
other  resources  available  to  Western 
still  applies. 

Even  though  allocations  were  not 
made  to  my  projects.  Western  remains 
willing  to  negotiate  for  the  purchase  of 
all  or  part  of  the  output  of  such  projects 
or  to  otherwise  assist  to  the  extent 
possible,  consistent  with  authorization, 
contract,  or  physical  limitations,  any 
customer  or  other  entity  having  or 
planning  renewable  resources  and 
cogeneration  projects. 
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HI.  Allocations  for  the  30  MW  for 
Protection  of  System  Diversity^  The 
majority  of  the  power  in  this  category 
was  allocated  to  NASA-Ames  because  it 
demonstrated  in  its  application  that  it 
had  greatest  ability  to  shed  load  at  times 
when  Western’s  system  simultaneous 
peak  approaches  Ae  load  level  limits.  In 
addition  Ames  has  a  relatively  low  load 
factor  which  mitigates  the  amount  of 
additional  purchased  power  required  to 
achieve  the  degree  of  protection  of 
system  diversity  desired. 

The  remainder  of  the  30  MW  in  this 
category  was  allocated  to  the  three  DOE 
Laboratories;  Stanford  Linear 
Acclerator,  Lawrence  Livermore  Labs 
and  Lawrence  Berkley  Labs.  The  DOE 
labs  indicated  an  ability  to  shed  load, 
although  not  quite  to  the  extent  desired 
by  Western.  However,  in  accordance 


with  the  criteria,  the  ultimate  amounts 
of  load  to  be  shed  will  be  negotiated. 
Secondly,  the  DOE  labs  have  relatively 
high  load  factors  which  are  less 
desirable  to  Western  due  to  the  impact 
on  the  purchase  power  requirements. 
However,  diversity  among  entities 
which  would  be  able  to  shed  load  was 
more  desirable  than  a  single  allocation 
to  one  entity.  Western  will  allow  the 
DOE  labs  to  determine  how  much  of  the 
allocation  will  be  used  by  each  of  them. 
In  addition.  Western  will  allow  the  DOE 
labs  to  shift  their  existing 
nonwithdrawable  CRD  among 
themselves  so  that  the  requir^  load 
shedding  can  be  accomplished. 

The  entities  which  applied  for,  but  did 
not  receive,  allocations  in  this  category 
were  denied  because  their  plans  for  load 
shedding  were  undermined  or  could 


only  be  accomplished  by  the  addition  of 
facilities.  Ames  and  the  DOE  labs  were 
preferred  because  they  have 
demonstrated  in  the  past  an  ability  to 
shed  load  when  desired. 

Availability  of  Information.  All 
brochures,  studies,  comments,  letters, 
memorandums,  and  other  documents 
made  or  kept  by  Western  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  Sacramento  Area  Office,  Western 
Area  Power  Administration,  2800 
Cottage  Way,  Sacramento,  California, 
94825,  (916)  484-4251. 

Issued  at  Golden,  Colo.,  October  13, 1981. 
Robert  L  McPfaail, 

Administrator,  Western  Area  Power 
Administration. 
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369 . 

. 50809 

600 . 

. 50464 

revoked  in  part 

48730, 48956, 49149, 49150, 

370 . 

. 50809 

Proposed  Rules: 

by  PLO  5996) . 

...48669 

49612 

371 . 

. 5080S* 

Ch.  1 . 

. . 49604 

3026  (Amended  by 

372 . 

. 50809 

51 . 

. 49814 

PL(D  6001). . 

..48675 

45  CFR 

373 . 

. 50809 

52 . 

. 48240,  50086 

3917  (Revoked  by 

16 . 

. 48582 

374 . 

. 50809 

228 

. 50986 

PI  rS  6099) 

..48674 

74 

. .  48582 

375 . 

. 50809 

256 . 

. 50810 

3938  (See 

96 

46.569 

378 

. 50809 

6.6 

49604 

PI  ci  603-3) . 

...49872 

205 _  . 

...50372,  50797 

379 . 

. 50809 

66 . 

. 4961 1 

4788  (Revoked  by 

206. . 

’  50379 

385..;.... 

. . 

. 50809 

122 _ 

. . 48243,48254 

PLO  5996) _ _ _ 

...48669 

224 _ 

...48600,  48644 

IV 
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233  . 50372 

234  . 50372 

235  . 50372 

238  .  50372 

239  . 50372 

260 .  48593 

1391 . 48593 

1393 .  48593 

1395  .  48593 

1396  .  48593 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  XI . 49913 

46CFR 

2 .  49877 

26 .  49877 

35 . 49877 

78 . 49877 

97 .  49877 

109  .  49877 

167 . 49877 

185 . 49877 

196 . 49877 

281 . 48198 

510 . 48199 

524 .  48199 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 48422 

Ch  III . 48422 

33 .  49914 

50 .  49078 

66 .  49078 

75 .  49914 

94 .  49914 

106 .  49078 

110  .  49078 

160 .  49914 

180 .  49914 

192 . .49914 

47  CFR 

2 .  50372 

22 . 50372 

31 .  sno*;9 

73  . 48200-48206.  50372. 

50541, 50542, 50797, 50959 

74  . 50372 

81 . 49588 

97 . 50799 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 49617,50568 

2 .  49617 

15 . 50569 

22 .  49621 

63 .  48733 

68 . 48733 

73 . 48258.  49624,  50569- 

50571, 50810, 50988-50990 

81 . 49621,  50573 

83 . ; . 49621,  50573 

97 . 49617,  50991-50996 

48  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

15 .  50997 

15 .  50997 

37 . 50997 


179 . 

801 . 

826 . 

..49883,  49889 

. 48206 

. 4fi20fl 

1033 . 48212,  48213,  49127, 

50961 

1M4 

. 48938 

1039 . 

. 48215 

1100 . 

. 48216 

1102 . 

. 48938 

1108 . 

. 48216 

1111 . 

. 48216 

1121 . 

. 48216 

1300 . 

. . 48218 

Proposed  Rules: 

Subtitle  A . 

. 48422 

Ch.  I-VI . 

. 48422 

Ch.  X . 

. 50088 

Ch.  II . 

. 49928 

571 . 48260,  48261,  50394, 

50396 

581 . . 

.48262,  48958 

1047 . 

. 50088 

1057 . 

. 49151 

1125 . 

. 50998 

50  CFR 

23 . 

. 50774 

258 . 

. 49127 

611 . 

. 49128 

651 . 

. 49589 

652 . 

. 49907 

653 . 

. 50963 

Proposed  Rules: 

22 . 

..  49925 

Ch.  VI . 

. 50999 

49  CFR 


Ch.  X . 50070 

0 .  49878 

172  .  49883,  49^9,  50800 

173  .  49883,  49889 

175 .  49889 

178 .  49889 
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AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish 
an  documents  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week 
(Monday /Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday). 

This  is  a  voluntary  program.  (See  (DFR 

NOTICE  41  FR  32914,  August  6, 1976.) 

Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Ttwrsday 

Friday 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USOA/ASCS 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

.  USDA/REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FHWA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/FHWA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/FRA 

LABOR 

DOT/FRA 

LABOR 

DOT/MA 

HHS/FDA  ■ 

DOT/MA 

HHS  /FDA 

DOT/NHTSA 

DOT/NHTSA 

DOt/RSPA 

DOT/RSPA 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/UMTA 

DOT/UMTA 

CSA 

CSA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publi¬ 
cation  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal 
holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday.  Comments  on  this 
program  are  still  invited. 


Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day- 
of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives 
and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


REMINDERS 


List  of  Public  Laws 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become  law  were  received  by  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's  List  of  Public 
Laws. 

Last  Listing  September  22, 1981 


Code  of 
Federal 
Regulations 


Revised  as  of  April  1,  1981 


Amount 


Quantity  Volume 


Title  19— Customs  Duties 


Title  25— Indians 


Title  26— Internal  Revenue 
(Parts  300  to  499) 


Total  Order 


A  Cumulative  checklist  of  CFR  issuances  for  1981  appears  in  the  back  of  the  first  issue  of  the  Federal  Register 
each  month  in  the  Reader  Aids  section.  In  addition,  a  checklist  of  current  CFR  volumes,  comprising  a  complete 

CFR  set,  appears  each  month  in  the  LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected).  Please  do  not  detach 


Order  Form 


Enclosed  find  $_ 


Mail  to:  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402 


Make  check  or  money  order  payable 


to  Superintendent  of  Documents.  (Please  do  not  send  cash  or 
stamps).  Include  an  additional  25%  tor  foreign  mailing. 

Ctwiga  to  my  Dapoall  Aooouni  No. 

rTi~i  1 1 1  i-D 

Order  No _ 


li  I  laia  11^  rail rl 

IVKIffVfVQra 


Name— First,  Last 

y 


treat  address 

^-1  1  I  I  ■  ■ 

Company  name  or 


City 

(or^Counlry)^ 


aJditLnal  Iddress  line^ 


PLEASE  PRINT  OR  TYPE 


1  11  I  11  11  I  I 


11 


State  ZIP  Code 


Credit  Card  Orden  OrW 

Total  charges  S _ 

Credit  I  I  I  j 

Card  No.  I 1 I L 


Expiration  Date 
Month/Year 


Please  send  me  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  publications  I  have 
selected  above. 


Fill  in  the  boxes  below. 


n 


rn 


For  Office  Use  Only. 

Quantity  Charges 


Enclosed 

1 

To  be  mailed 

Subscriptions 

Postage 

Foreign  handling 

MMOB 

OPNR 

UPNS 

Discount 

Refund 

"t  ■ 


< 


1 


v 

V 

\ 


